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“ SUPERNORMAL PHYSIOLOGY AND THE PHE- 
NOMENA OF IDEOPLASTY ”’.* 


By JAMEs H. Hys top. 


Dr. Gustave Geley, Senior Interne in the Hospital of Lyons 
and Laureate of the Academy of Medicine, has sent us a copy of 
his lecture before the Members of the Institute for Psychology in 
January, 1918, on the phenomena which he witnessed in his ex- 


* The publication of this article must not be interpreted in any respect as 
an indorsement of the facts, but as merely reporting what has happened under 
the observation of Dr. Geley. It is a part of the business of the Journal 
merely to report material coming from good authorities as a part of the news 
in psychic research, and the value of the facts must depend wholly upon the 
character of the original author and the care which he had taken in the ex- 
periments. In addition it should be remembered that the subject, Fva C., is 
Marthe Beraud, who had been attacked as a fraud by others, and only the pre- 
cautions taken by Dr. Geley can make the facts of any interest. Besides, those 
who accused her of fraud seem not to have reckoned with hysteria and som- 
nambulism, which, while they would exempt her from the charge of fraud, 
would not secure supernormal phenomena. They would still be interesting if 
they were resolved into somnambulic simulation of the supernormal, as was 
shown in the Burton case, which in spite of proved participation unconsciously 
in some of her phenomena, nevertheless exhibited undoubted supernormal 
incidents. It all depends on the conditions of the experiment and not upon 
any antecedent character of the subject—Editor, 
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periments with the same subject on whom Baron von Schrenck- 
Notzing experimented and whose results were discussed in a 
former number of the Journal (Vol. VIII, pp. 332-361). This 
independent investigation will have some interest for our readers, 
no matter what explanation the facts may have. 

The phenomena consist of certain alleged “ materializations ”’ 
in connection with the mediumship of one called Eva. Their 
chief interest lies in the circumstance that the ‘“ materialization ”’ 
does not always represent the form and appearance of a human 
being, but an amorphous or dough-like substance that does not 
suggest a spiritistic explanation. This was apparent in most of 
the illustrations by Baron von Schrenck-Notzing and it is the 
same in the work of Dr. Geley. There are a few faces in his as 
in that of Notzing, but most of them represent a formless mass 
of something that can be photographed and apparently produced 
under conditions that seem to exclude ordinary explanations. 

The facts seemed to make it necessary for Dr. Geley to intro- 
duce his paper with some important general observations which 
show him to be a perfectly scientific man, free from the bias of 
those who are always on needles whenever the question of the 
supernormal is presented. He therefore calls attention to his 
purpose to do away with the ideas of the supernormal as designed 
to disguise exceptions to what is natural, and so asserts an ap- 
parently paradoxical position. Addressing his audience he said: 


“Ladies and Gentlemen, I wish to say, in this discussion, that 
there is no supernormal, no supernatural, and no unknowable; that 
the appearance of miraculous, mysterious metaphysical phenomena 
contradicting the laws of nature comes solely from our ignorance 
of the primary and essential laws of life. I shall limit myself this 
evening to physiological phenomena of this order, because it is lim- 
ited to the facts and the demonstration is brief, striking and per- 
fectly evident. 

“T am going to try to prove that supernormal physiology so-called 
is not any more mysterious than normal physiology ; or what comes 
to the same thing, that normal physiology and supernormal physi- 
ology are equally mysterious, that they do not propose two problems 
implying two separate solutions, but a single problem, the problem 
of life. 


“The first part of my exposition, therefore, will be the follow- 
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ing: Normal physiology is still an absolute mystery. This proposi- 
tion, paradoxical as it appears, rises from a well known illusion in 
the human mind. The human mind has a tendency to believe that 
it understands a fact because of the singular circumstance that the 
fact is familiar. The philosopher reacts naturally to this tendency, 
but the mob allows itself to be carried away with the illusion. 
Schopenhauer says: ‘ The more inferior the intelligence, the less it 
takes nature for a mystery. Everything for it seems to have the 
same explanation, both as to how and why it happens.’ 

“But nothing is more familiar to us than the main outlines of 
the functions in the organism, and nothing appears more simple to 
the common man; and in the meantime, nothing is really more 
mysterious.” 

At first such statements might seem designed to defend the 
dogmatism which exalts “ natural laws ” to the extent of denying 
any exceptions to them and so of denying the facts which we call 
the supernormal. But it very quickly becomes clear that Dr. 
Geley means no such thing. He wants to disarm the prejudices 
in his audience which are based upon the assumption of limits in 
these “laws”’, and tho it may savor of evasion of an important 
point in the phenomena of nature, he is quite justified in the 
method employed, whether it be necessary to appear to deny the 
distinction between the two types of phenomena or not. At any 
rate you can secure a more dispassionate hearing by calling at- 
tention to the actual ignorance we have of the nature of the most 
familiar phenomena of experience as the price to be paid for any 
right to consider the supernormal sceptically. 

Dr. Geley then quotes in support of his general view a large 
number of distinguished scientific men in France and especially 
physiologists. Having justified himself by authorities that we 
understand very little in the processes of normal physiology when 
it comes to the origin of life, he takes up the special subject of the 
lecture. He declines to undertake any historical or critical exposé 
of telekinesis or the facts of “ teleplasty ”, but takes up the ques- 
tion direct as announced in the title of the paper, the question of 
“ materialization”’. The following statement gives the facts: 


“T have investigated materialization with a number of mediums. 
but I shall here speak of the results observed in the case of a re- 
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markable medium whom I designate by the name of Eva. The re- 
sults were obtained under conditions of control on my part which 
gave complete satisfaction and they are valuable, less for their im- 
portant character than for the precise knowledge which they 
afford of the origin and elementary nature of these particular 
materializations. 

“Eva was trained and developed by Madame Bisson. I had the 
honor of collaborating with her during more than one of her bi- 
monthly séances, which took place sometimes at her salon and some- 
times in my own laboratory. I have seen and vouch for the fact that 
a hundred or less men of science, especially medical men, have been 
present to observe the phenomena and I add my testimony to theirs. 
I give this testimony such as it is. I state to you simply what I 
have seen. 

“The materializations of which I am going to speak are visual 
and tactual. To the testimony of the senses I can add that of regis- 
tering apparatus and of photography. I many times followed the 
phenomena from their origin to their termination, as they formed. 
developed and disappeared before my eyes. 

“ However unexpected, however strange, however impossible 
any phenomenon may seem I am not permitted to doubt its reality. 
But before going further, I ought to state that the medium has 
always given evidence, in my presence, of absolute honesty in the 
experiments. The intelligent willingness with which she always 
submitted to the restraints and underwent the really painful experi- 
ences Of her mediumship deserves sincere respect and gratitude on 
the part of every scientific man worthy of the name. 

“The method of procedure for obtaining the phenomena is well 
known and has been described many times. Eva is put into a super- 
ficial state of hypnosis, but has nevertheless complete amnesia of her 
normal personality. She is then placed in a chair in a dark cabinet. 
The dark cabinet is only for the purpose of shielding the entranced 
medium from disturbing influences about her and especially from 
the light. It is permissible to have enough light in the room to ob- 
serve the phenomena when they are produced. Eva always sits 
partly outside the cabinet ; her two hands are held outside the cur- 
tains and this control affords perfect security. 

“The phenomena occur, when they happen at all, for variable 
periods, sometimes brief and sometimes longer, an hour or more. 
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They begin always with distressing sensations in the medium. She 
sighs and utters groans like a woman in confinement. The groans 
reach their highest pitch at the moment that the phenomena begin to 
occur. They diminish or cease when the phenomena are completed. 

“The phenomena can be summarized thus. The body of the 
medium emits or secretes a substance at first amorphous or poly- 
morphous (formless or of many shapes). This substance assumes 
divers forms, generally the appearance of organs more or less 
complex. 

“We may therefore consider the following: (1) The substance 
which is the substratum of the materializations; (2) its organized 
appearances. 

“The substance has been examined for the first time by Madame 
Bisson. Before her, indeed, some had established the fact, but only 
in a vague way without characterizing it definitely. Madame Bisson, 
on the other hand, understood the importance of this primordial 
phenomenon. She showed that the substance constituted the basis 
of the materializations. She has described it in all its forms and 
appearances, giving to this at times dry investigation many entire 
séances and series of experiments. We do not exaggerate, there- 
fore, when we say that Madame Bisson discovered this substance at 
the basis of the materializations and it is only simple justice to attach 
her name to the discovery which we do not go too far in saying is 
one of the most important in biology. Let us examine the facts. 

“The appearance of the substance is generally indicated by the 
presence of clear white luminous spots about the size of a pea or a 
five-frane piece, spreading this way and that over the black dress of 
the medium, usually on the left side. 

“This phenomenon is premonitory, lasting for some time, per- 
haps three-quarters of an hour or an hour, before the other phe- 
nomena. It fails sometimes and sometimes also it happens that no 
other manifestation follows. The substance, as it may be called, is 
disengaged from the body of the medium, but especially from the 
natural cavities and extremities of the body, the top of the head, 
the nipples, and the finger ends. Issuance from the mouth is the 
most frequent and the most easily observed. You may see it emerge 
from the inner surface of the cheeks, from the palate and the gums. 

“The substance presents various aspects. Often, and this is 
most characterisic, it is like a soft paste, a veritable mass of 
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protoplasm ; sometimes it is like numerous small threads ; sometimes 
it is like cords of various sizes, straight rigid radii; again it is like 
a large belt or ribbon exposed for sale; and again it is like cloth 
of thin texture, indefinite and irregular in shape. The most curious 
of the appearances is that of a large extended membrane, provided 
with fringes, pads whose general appearance recalls clearly that of 
the intestinal membrane. In fine, the substance is essentially irregu- 
lar in form or more frequently of various forms. 

“The abundance of the substance secreted is variable. Some- 
times it is very slight, sometimes considerable, in all its transitions. 
In certain cases it entirely covers the medium like a cloak. 

“The substance may exhibit three different colors, white, black 
and gray. White is most frequent, possibly because it is more easily 
observed. Sometimes the three colors appear simultaneously. The 
visibility of the substance is variable. It gives variable impressions 
to touch. It is generally moist, cold, at times sticky and viscous, 
more rarely dry and hard. The sensation which it produces for 
touch depends on its form. It seems soft and slightly elastic when 
it is flat; hard, knotty or fibrous when it has the form of a cord. 

“Sometimes it produces the sensation of a spider web lightly 
touching the hands of the observer. The. threads of the substance 
at this time are rigid and elastic. 

“The substance is mobile. Sometimes it develops slowly, rising, 
descending or wandering over the medium, over the shoulders, the 
stomach, the knees, in a squirming motion like that of a reptile; 
sometimes its movements are abrupt and rapid. It appears and dis- 
appears like lightning. 

“The substance is extremely sensitive and this sensitiveness is 
confounded with the medium’s hyperesthesia. Every touch or con- 
tact reacts distressingly to the end. If the touch is rough or pro- 
longed to any degree, the medium accuses you of causing pain which 
she compares to that produced by a sharp blow on the skin. 

“The material is sensitive even to light. A strong light, es- 
pecially if is is sudden and unexpected, provokes a breakdown dis- 
tressing to the subject. In some instances, the substance can even 
endure the bright light of day. Magnesium light makes the medium 
jump, but it is withstood and permits instantaneous photography. 
In the effects of the light on the material or in the shock to the 
medium it is difficult to distinguish whether it really involves pair 
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or is merely a reflex action. Pain or reflex, then, impedes the experi- 
ments. It is such that, at present, a cinematographic picture cannot 
be obtained. To sensibility the material adds a sort of instinct like 
that of self-preservation in the invertebrates. The substance seems 
to have the distrust of an animal without protection and whose sole 
defence is to reénter the body of the medium from which it issued. 


It fears contact, always something given to disappear and be 
reabsorbed. 


“cr 


I'he material has an immediate and irresistible tendency to 
organization or to assume definite shape. It does not remain long 
in its original state. It happens frequently that the organization is 
so rapid that one cannot see the primordial condition of it. At other 
times one can simultaneously see the amorphous substance and 
engulphed in its mass the organized form more or less complete ; for 
instance, a finger hanging in the midst of the edge of the material. 
One can even see faces and hands enveloped in the material. 

“T come now to an account of these appearances. They are very 
diverse. Sometimes there are forms that are unorganized and shape- 
less, but more frequently there are definitely shaped forms, variable 
in complexity and perfection. 

“ Different observers, among them Crookes, have described some 
complete materializations. The question is not regarding phantasms 
in the proper sense of that term, but of beings having momentarily 
all the particular vital organs of living beings, whose hearts bear, 
whose lungs breathe and whose corporeal appearance is perfect. 
Alas! I have not observed similar phenomena. On the contrary, I 
have seen complete appearances of an organ, such as a face, or a 
hand or a finger. 

“In the more perfect instances, the materialized organ has all 
the appearance and biological properties of a living organ. I have 
seen fingers beautifully shaped with their nails. I have seen com 
plete hands with bones and joints. I have seen a living skull whose 
bone I have touched under a thick head of hair. I have seen faces 
well formed, living human faces. 

“In a number of instances these appearances developed right 
before my eyes, at the commencement and the end of the manifesta- 
tion. Many times, for example, I have seen the material issue from 
the fingers, holding between them the fingers of each hand; then, as 
Eva separates her hands, the substance elongates, forms a thick 
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ribbon, spreads out and forms an edge like the fringes of the in- 
testinal membrane. Finally, in the midst of these fringes by gradual 
formation, appear the fingers or a hand or a face perfectly formed. 
In other instances I have witnessed analogous formations from the 
substance issuing from the mouth. 

“Here is an example taken from my notes. ‘From the mouth 
descended slowly, down to the knees of Eva, a ribbon of this white 
material about the size of two fingers. This ribbon before our eyes 
took various forms. Sometimes it spread out in the form of a large 
membranous and perforated tissue with hollow enlargements. Some- 
times it collected itself together and shrank up, then swelled out and 
again diminished in size. Now and then some of the mass separates 
from its prolongations into a species of extensions and these exten- 
sions assume at times, for some seconds, the shape of fingers or the 
outline of a hand and then return to the original mass. Finally the 
rope of stuff collects itself together and extends to the knees of the 
medium ; then the end rises and detaches itself from the medium and 
moves toward the observer. Then I have seen this end of the mass 
thicken and swell out in shape of a bud and develop into a hand per- 
fectly shaped. I have touched this hand. It produces a normal 
sensation. I have felt the bones, and the fingers furnished with 
nails. Then the hand retires, diminished in size, and disappears at 
the end of the mass. The string of matter still makes some evolu- 
tions and returns to enter again the mouth of the medium.’ 

“Frequently the substance issues from the surface of the 
medium’s body in an invisible and impalbable form, evidently 
through the meshes of her dress, and condenses at last on the sur- 
face. One may then see it form like a white spot on the dark cloth 
of the dress, on the top of the shoulders, on the stomach or the 
knees. The spot enlarges and then takes the outline or relief of a 
hand or a face. Whatever its mode of formation, the manifestation 
does not always remain in contact with the medium. One frequently 
observes it apart from her. The following instance is typical in 
this respect : 

““* A head appears all at once about 75 centimetres from the head 
of Eva, above her and at the right. It is the head of a man of 
normal dimensions, well formed and with its usual reliefs. The top 
of the head and the brow are perfectly materialized. The brow is 
large and high, the hair cut, brushed and bushy, auburn or dark. 
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Below the eyebrows the contour is distinct and any one can easily 
see the brow and the cranium. The head will disappear in an in- 
stant behind the curtains and then. reappear in the same condition, 
but the face incompletely materialized is masked by a curtain of 
white substance. I put my hand forward and pass my fingers 
through the tufts of hair and feel the bone of the skull. In an in- 
stant afterward the whole has disappeared.’ 

“The forms manifest, therefore, a certain autonomy and this 
autonomy is physiological as well as anatomical. The organs ma- 
terialized are not inert, but biologically alive. A hand well formed, 
for example, has the functional capacities of a normal hand. Many 
times I have been intentionally touched by a hand or seized by the 
fingers. 

“Organized forms completely developed, all having the appear- 
ance of life, are rare with Eva. Most frequently they are incom- 
plete. The relief is frequently wanting and the forms are flat. It 
happens that some of them are partly flat or partly in relief. I have 
seen, in some cases, a hand or a face appear flat, and then right under 
my eyes take on three dimensions, either partly or completely. The 
dimensions, in case the forms are incomplete, are sometimes much 
smaller than in nature. They are at times real miniatures. 

“There have been all the transitions possible between complete 
and incomplete materializations. And once more the changes are 
frequently effected right before the eyes of the observer. 

“ Besides the complete and incomplete forms, I must mention 
a bizarre type of them. They are less real organs than imitations of 
them more or less successful or more or less clumsy. They are 
veritable simulacra. We can observe all these imitations, imitations 
of a finger having nothing more than the general form of that organ, 
without flexibility and without joints ; imitations of faces, resembling 
pictures, carvings or masks; imitations of masses of hair adhering 
to undefined forms. 

“These imitations whose metaphysical genuineness is undeniable, 
(and this is the important point) have disconcerted and disturbed 
many observers. ‘One would have to say,’ writes M. de Fontenay, 
‘that some kind of evil genius is making fun of the observers!’ 

“In fact, these imitations are easily explained. They are the 
product of a force whose metaphysical power is small, which uses 
means poorer still and which does only what it can. It succeeds 
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rarely, precisely because its activity, going outside the usual paths, 
has not the assurance that is given to normal biological develop- 
ment in physiological functions. 

“In order the better to understand what is going on, we must 
remark, however, that normal physiology itself at times presents 
similar imitations. Besides the formation of well known organs 
there are miscarriages, monstrosities, freak products. There is 
nothing more strange in this respect than the common cystic for- 
mations covered with skin in which we find hair, teeth, various 
organs, viscera and even foetal formations more or less developed. 
As normal physiology, so supernormal physiology has its cre- 
ations properly executed and abortive productions, its monstrosities 
and its defective forms. The parallelism is complete. 

“The disappearance of these materialized forms is also a curious 
phenomenon, as strange as their appearance. This disappearance is 
sometimes instantaneous, or quasi-instantaneous. In less than a 
second a form disappears whose presence had remained for in- 
spection by both vision and touch. 

“In other instances, the disappearance is effected by degrees. 
One may observe the return to the original substance and then the 
reabsorption of it in the body of the medium in the same manner 
that it was secreted and with the same changes. In still other in- 
stances, the disappearance is seen to be gradual, not by a return to 
the original substance, but by a progressive decrease in the sensible 
qualities of the material. The visibility of the form diminishes 
slowly, the outline of the ectoplastic form pales and_ totally 
disappears. 

“During the time while the phenomena last the form is in 
physiological and psychological rapport with the medium. The 
physiological rapport is sometimes appreciable in the form of a 
slender thread of substance which connects the form with the 
medium and which can be compared to the umbilical cord that con- 
nects the embryo with the mother. Even when we cannot see this 
connecting cord, the physiological rapport is always intimate. Every 
impression received by the medium reflects itself on the medium and 
reciprocally. The extreme sensibility reflected from the form is 
easily confused with that of the medium. It all proves, in a word, 
that the ectoplasm is the medium herself partly separated from her 


body. I am speaking, it must be understood, only from the physio- 
x 
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logical point of view; for I have not presented this evening the 
psychological side of the problem.” 


The remainder of the lecture is taken up with philosophical 
construction of his facts and he regards this as the more im- 
portant and the more difficult part of his task. He repeats and 
develops the thesis about the identity between the processes of 
normal and supernormal physiology and psychology and it issues 
in the view that mind and matter are the same kind of energy. 
He does not express himself in these words, but the unity of all 
organic substances, in which he embodies his views, expresses this 
same doctrine. It is more apparent when he boldly announces 
at the close that the theory of Idealism will come to be the creed 
of science. He directly adopts the Hegelian term “ The Idea ” 
(L’Idee) for the ultimate source out of which all phenomena 
whatsoever issue and asserts that the facts “totally overthrow 
the materialistic physiology ’’, and remarks a little later that “ the 
materialistic conception of the universe and the individual is 


false’. 

All that he says on this point is interesting and he goes into 
detail to establish an identity between normal and supernormal 
functions in the organism. In this he proceeds on correct scien- 
tific lines. He endeavors to connect the new facts which are 
apparently inexplicable with the known processes of physiology. 
He presses his denial of the distinction between normal and su- 
pernormal facts for all it is worth. But I think most scientific 
men would maintain that, while it is legitimate as a means of 
forcing on men their ignorance, it cannot be pushed scientifically 
to the extent which the lecturer tried to do. We may concede 
that his method is entirely scientific, but dispute the success of 
his application of it. He would admit the distinction between 
the familiar and the unfamiliar—he actually does this—and he 
would not regard the unfamiliar as wholly reducible to the fa- 
miliar, in spite of similarities between them. The distinction 
remains defensible always, and it is the same between the normal 
and the supernormal, tho I agree with Dr. Geley that there is a 
closer unity between them than appears on the surface. We have 
the same reason to regard them as different in kind that we have 
to distinguish between two species of living beings or two types 
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of phenomena like heat and electricity, tho they may have a 
common basis. 

Apparently Dr. Geley assumes that the facts will be more 
readily acceptable or credible, if they can be classified with normal 
phenomena. That is undoubtedly a method of inducing convic- 
tion in certain types of minds, but it is not the final condition of 
belief. It only invokes the natural conservatism of minds in 
favor of accepted ideas, and disguises the differences which 
clearly separate the facts from each other, and makes it necessary 
to adduce the best of evidence for the new phenomena. ‘The unity 
of nature is a powerful incitement to the acceptance of any fact 
which appears, superficially, to contradict that unity, but we are in 
the last analysis compelled to admit that, whatever unity we insist 
on, there are differences between things of a very radical kind 
and there is no use to delude ourselves with a false unity 
It is the unthinking mass of people that is so ready to believe, 
on analogies, without recognizing the points in which the re- 
semblances do not hold, and, while it may be legitimate to re- 
move their hostility to new facts by showing them connections 
with the normal that they never suspected, it only inspires them 
with -another illusion as dangerous as that which supposes a 
thing explained because it is familiar. That illusion is a false 
security about the nature of things. We have not satisfied our 
curiosity about “ materializations ” by remarking the mystery of 
normal phenomena. That mystery may be true and it only con- 
ceals the fact that the supernormal is a mystery also and as in- 
explicable as the normal, while Dr. Geley is affirming all the time 
that there is no unknowable or inexplicable. You cannot abolish 
the distinction between the supernormal and the normal and then 
retain it for argument. It is invoked to induce the reader to 
listen to the facts. That is admissible, but it carries with it the 
impression that it is explained while we are all the while proclaim- 
ing that this explanation is an illusion. It would induce no ac- 
ceptance of the facts unless the mind felt that they were in some 
sense explained. But I see no reason to classify supernormal 
facts with the normal in any but the most general way, and that 
not sufficient to abolish the distinction between them. 

As long as they are rare and unfamiliar, the mind that has to 
adjust its normal life to the familiar facts of existence will 
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always demand the most rigid evidence for new facts extending 
our conception of the universe. In this it has its rights, and it 
must determine the reality of these facts before it considers the 
question of their final classification. The fact that they are unfa- 
miliar, admittedly so by our author, is enough to establish some 
sort of radical difference from the normal, whatever the associ- 
ations and analogies of the phenomena. The real question is not 
whether we can explain them as a condition of making them 
credible: but can we make them credible whether we can explain 
them or not? Classification is always a kind of explanation. Ic 
means that whatever explanation we have accepted for the class 
we shall apply to the new phenomena which we may be able to 
classify with the accepted type. That is why Dr. Geley’s appeal 
to the mystery of normal phenomena has so much influence on 
the ordinary mind, and as I have said it is legitimate enough to 
allay antagonism, but it does not secure the right to press the 
connection as a scientific explanation of the new facts. 

What we want to know is whether any phenomena occurred 
that cannot be classified with the familiar and the author has 
certainly not tried to so resolve them. The normal and familiar 
facts of physiology are digestion, circulation, secretion,—for in- 
stance, gastric juice, bile, perspiration, etc., and it is certain that 
his “ materializations’’ are not classifiable with these normal 
phenomena. Otherwise they would present no difficulty in ac- 
cepting them or proving them. The function for producing them 
may be as “ natural’’ for Eva as perspiration for other people, 
but that fact is not a reason for either classifying or explaining 
them in normal ways, and I am sure that the doctrine of the unity 
of mind and matter will not afford any scientific explanation, 
whatever it may do for speculative philosophers. 

The whole question of the facts rests on the precautions taken 
to exclude normal explanations, in spite of the claim that there 
is no difference in explanation between normal and supernormal 
phenomena. Fraud or hysterical simulation of fraud must be 
excluded if we are to admit anything unusual in the results, and 
it seems that Dr. Geley was alert to the needed precautions. They 
were described in the work of Baron von Schrenck-Notzing. 
They seem to be a little more definite here. 

In order to understand the real or apparent character of the 
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phenomena Dr. Geley reports we must have his statement of the 
conditions under which they were produced. Just preceding the 
photographic illustrations which he gives of his results he makes 
the following statements: 


“It is useless to speak of the rigorous precautions which were 
taken during the séances in my laboratory. On coming into the 
séance room, where I alone had been in the interval, the medium was 
entirely undressed in my presence and reclothed in a complete and 
loose garment which Madame Bisson sewed up in the back and at 
the wrists. The hair and the cavity of the mouth were examined 
by me and my assistants, before and after the séances. Eva sat with 
her back against the wicker armchair in the dark cabinet. Her hands 
remained always visible and held outside the curtains. There was 
constantly a sufficient light to illuminate the room. 

“TI do not say merely that there was no fraud, but I say that 
there was no possibility of fraud. As for the rest I cannot repeat 
too often: Nearly always the materializations were mude under my 
eyes and I have watched their entire origin and development.” 


If these conditions are sufficient to guarantee exemption from 
either conscious fraud or hysterical simulation of it, the phe- 
nomena that are reported will have extraordinary interest on any 
theory of them. The author does not venture upon a complete 
explanation of them. He contents himself with invoking the 
analogies with normal physiology, tho he admits that there is a 
psychological problem there also. What that is he does not 
indicate. 

Dr. Geley tacitly admits that the chief interest in the phe- 
nomena is their elementary nature. He means by this that many 
of the “ materializations ” are not suggestive of spiritistic beings 
and their causalities. He finds a group of phenomena that re- 
semble secretions of the ordinary kind, but he does not emphasize 
enough those which deviate from that type. I refer to-the com- 
plete “ materializations”’. Nor does he emphasize the peculiar 
fact that forms are observed enveloped in the mass of amorphous 
substance, as if there were two distinct kinds of material and 
phenomena to reckon with. It is the complete forms that require 
explanation quite as much as the incomplete and amorphous ones. 
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The elementary ones do not explain the developed ones, while 
the complete forms will explain the embryonic and undeveloped 
ones. You cannot lay the stress on the amorphous material and 
ignore the clearly represented faces and bodily organs. These 
latter require a special explanation and it does not suffice to evade 
that issue by laying stress on normal analogies in the amorphous 
phenomena. 

What I have just said is supported by Dr. Geley’s own brief 
reference to some of the phenomena in his notes explaining the 
cuts and some of the results. He writes as follows: 

“The forms have more self activity as they are better material- 
ized. Sometimes they evolve about Eva and sometimes they are 
some distance from her. In one séance I was able, with my hands, 
to feel beyond the cabinet curtain the contact of a human body which 
made the curtain sway. Eva was stretched out in her chair entirely 
visible and her hands held.” 


In one statement Dr. Geley remarks that the “ materializa- 
tion”, the ectoplasm is the medium herself partly outside of her 
body (extériorisé). This can only mean to imply that there is an 
“ astral”’ or “ spiritual body ” that can partly or wholly leave the 
organism and so produce all the phenomena observed. This of 
itself is a supernormal phenomenon quite distinct from any with 
which we are familiar and we might conceive it possible that she 
could in this condition, consciously or unconsciously, cause “ se- 
cretions ”’ or ejections of novel substance that might appear and 
disappear as described, but if it had any analogies with normal 
bodily secretions they would remain amorphous. But in saying 
that it is the medium that is thus externalised and assuming the 
“astral” body, he fails to account for the facts that the faces 
seen are not those of Eva. They are quite distinct in kind and 
beauty. The faces and the phenomena described in their devel- 
oped form are exactly what the Spiritualists explain by their 
hypothesis and it deserves refutation, if the phenomena are 
simply secretions from the “ metaphysical” organism of Eva! 

Dr. Geley briefly reports some “ ideoplastic ’’’ formations at 
a distance from the body of Eva. Baron von Schrenck-Notzing 
reported similar phenomena with the same subject. That is a 
phenomenon for explanation very different from the “ ecto- 


se 











244 Journal of the American Society for Psychical Research. 


plasms ” on the surface of the organism. If they are Madame 
Eva “‘ exteriorised.””, then she is capable of existing apart from 
the body and so are all other persons, and you have a spiritistic 
theory as the ultimate explanation either as indicating what the 
word “ ideoplasty ’’ means or as setting it aside. It is curious 
how all attempts to eradicate the spiritistic point of view only 
succeed in proving it. It is true enough that not all facts are 
evidence of it, but when they assume or prove such an extension 
of reality beyond what is familiar to either scientific or lay ex- 
perience, they make it imperative to recognize the theory wher- 
ever the phenomena of personal identity are evident and super- 
normal. ‘ Spirit’ is a conception that has indefinite explanatory 
powers, since it occupies that position when incarnate or in a 
living body. Consciousness is constantly in relation to individual 
and collective phenomena that make it the causal factor, if the 
idea of ‘cause is legitimate at all, and we are entitled to use it in 
a discarnate form when the facts prove or render most pe ybable 
its continuance after death. 

The author does not consider the spiritistic hypothesis, the 
the emphatic denial of the materialistic theory would involve him 
in the admission of the spiritistic view in some sense of the term. 
His admission of the facts and of the actually material nature of 
the substance, in so far as sensory report of them would indicate, 
would commit him to the ordinary spiritualistic theory, whatever 
concession he made to bodily secretions on the part of Eva, be- 
cause he appeals to the universal “ Idea” of Hegel. which was 
avowedly thought or consciousness in some sense. Of course the 
amorphous “ materializations ’’ are not evidence of the spiritistic 
explanation, but the completely developed instances in which 
faces appear are more like the spiritistic facts and must determine 
what explanation shall be adopted for the abortive phenomena. 
If the faces had not appeared the case would be otherwise. But 
they suggest intelligence and purpose and these are not favorable 
to the hypothesis of merely mechanical secretions. 

Moreover there are some facts reported that assimilate the 
phenomena to the mental ones in other types of mediumship. 
The reference to the appearance of spider webs in the substance 
‘materialized ” at times coincides with what has occurred in the 
trances of Mrs. Piper, Mrs. Smead and Mrs. Chenoweth. Mrs. 
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Piper frequently alluded to what she felt or thought was spider 
webs over her face. Mrs. Smead has made the comparison once 
or twice, and Mrs. Chenoweth at least once. They were un- 
doubtedly sensations, tho probably subconscious ones, and sub- 
jective to that extent. They were not visible to any one else and 
not to the mediums themselves in their normal states. Again the 
sudden vanishing of the “ materializations”’ coincides with the 
sudden disappearance of apparitions where the evidence is for 
their phantasmal character, in so far as the material world is 
concerned and whatever view we take of them as “ ethereal”’ 
productions. 

It is noticeable that no voices are reported in the experiments. 
In that respect the “ materializations” are not like the ones 
usually reported by Spiritualists in their séances and which occur 
with fraudulent mediums. Dr. Geley’s phenomena are limited, 
according to this report, to visual and tactual phenomena. We 
should like to know if there were any that were purely visual, as 
this might suggest that some were phantasmal and perhaps that 
all of them were phantasmal on the hypothesis of synzsthetic 
hallucinations; that is, simultaneous hallucinations for different 
senses, of a veridical type. I am far from any assurance about 
such phenomena and do not know that I could assert a belief in 
their possibility. But the question should be raised, especially 
when many of the “ materializations ”’ represented the instan- 
taneous appearance and disappearance of a form, like a flash of 
lightning. Even tho they might not have been tangible they might 
not have been phantasmal any more than light is, which is in- 
tangible. But we require more investigation into the phenomena 
and especially their resemblances to the mental phenomena that 
are supernormal, particularly veridical apparitions. Moreover we 
have pictographic or phantasmal phenomena in telepathy where 
we do not suspect anything like “ materializations ’’, and the picto- 
graphic process of communicating through Mrs. Chenoweth and 
many other psychics suggests a point of contact with “ material- 
izations’ that has not been noticed and that might suggest a 
mental explanation. 

Of course the difficulty to contend with in any such thec ry is 
the improbability that so many observers would agree on the pro- 
duction of tactual sensations as well as visual and that synzsthetic 
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hallucinations of the veridical type should be so systematic and 
apparently objective. I am far from being credulous about such 
facts. They are certainly very difficult to believe, but perhaps not 
more so than actual “ materializations’’ as understood by the 
average Spiritualist. I am entitled, however, to raise the ques- 
tion, tho I do not give it even the rank of a possible hypothesis. 
I believe as much suspense of judgment is required in this as in 
the hypothesis of real substance in the “ materializations ”’. 

The real crux of the case is whether the precautions taken 
were sufficient to exclude either conscious fraud or hysterical 
simulation of it. On this point the observers are the only final 
judges. The detailed description of the phenomena, if taken as 
it stands, makes the supposition of any sort of fraud difficult and 
perhaps equally difficult that of hysterical simulation. But we 
are not to assume that the case has been proved, whatever diffi- 
culties we may have to explain away the phenomena as iliusion 
on the part of the experimenters or fraud on the part of the 
medium. There is no doubt that the facts throw upon the be- 
liever in fraud the duty to produce evidence and there is nothing 
in Dr. Geley’s account that would serve as this evidence. 


EXPLANATION OF ILLUSTRATIONS. 


The illustrations are to give the reader some visual conception of what 
happened. They represent photographs of actual occurrences and do not 
refer to any special incidents which cannot be recognized from the trans- 
lation. They are not as clear and well defined as the originals in Dr. 
Geley’s report. The reason for this is that we had to take them from half 
tones and something is lost in definition during the process. It was not 
possible to have the original photographs from which Dr. Geley’s illus- 
trations were taken. With the conditions under which they were taken 
explained they will have interest for students of psychic phenomena. 
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igure I. 


Discharge of substance from the fingers. 
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Figure II. 


Discharge of substance from the nose and mouth 
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Figure III. 


Discharge of substance mainly on the shoulder in which a face is partly 
formed, tho not detectible in the present illustration. Taken as the face 
was forming. 
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Figure IV. 


Formation of head and face on arm and breast from a mass of substance 
that exuded from the mouth. 
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Figure V. 


The same as Figure IV in a more advanced stage of formation and a 


little higher up. 





Figure VI. 


The same as Figure V, enlarged and taken with another camera. 
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Figure VII. 


Head formed in front and at the right of the medium 
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Figure VIII. 


Head of a woman completely formed but reduced in dimensions. 
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Figure IX. 


The same as Figure VII, but taken with another camera near the subiect. 
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Figure X. 


Head of a woman with an embryo body, formed from substance emitted 
from the mouth. 
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Figure XI. 
The same as Figure X, an instant after, and a little to the right 
of the medium 
. 
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Figure XII. 


Head of a woman developing about the medium, slowly formed. 


white veil formed at the same time. 





Figure XIII. 


The same as Figure XII an instant afterward. 
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Figure XIV. 


Enlargement of Figure XIII. 
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Figure XV. 


Head of a woman formed at the same séance as Figure VII. 
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INCIDENTS. 


The Society assumes no responsibility for anything published under 
this head and no endorsement is implied, except that it is furnished by 
an apparently trustworthy contributor whose name is given unless with- 
held by his own request. 


MISCELLANEOUS EXPERIENCES. 


The following narrative of experiences came in response to 
the recent request published in the Journal. ‘They show what is 
probably lying latent in the memories of many persons, if only 
they had the courage of scientific interest to report them. ‘Too 
many people fail to realize the effect of cumulative facts, whether 
they appear evidential or not in their individual setting. As a 
scientific body, or as a Society trying to be scientific, we have 
always to try making each individual incident proof against ordi- 
nary objections to its validity and this often gives the impression 
that we do not value incidents unless they subscribe to certain 
well-defined credentials. But this isa mistake. Incidents coming 
from intelligent sources, even tho of long standing, it they are 
properly described and recognize the circumstances which give 
them or deprive them of individually evidential value, will have 
importance in a collective mass of similar experiences and may 
produce an impression equal to incidents that stand the test. They 
will at least prove the necessity of investigation and may induce 
the public to record personal experiences in the way to impress 
scientific scepticism. 

The present narrative comes from a physician who had no 
faith in such phenomena at the outset and neglected them for a 
long time until their origin right in his own home forced his at- 
tention and he tells with commendable regard to evidential con- 
siderations what happened, and we may attach value to them or 
not as we please. One of them is connected with a public medium, 
but the circumstances are stated in a way that makes it difficult to 
apply the easy hypothesis of fraud, and the facts at least make 11 
imperative to investigate the problem when such things occur. 
They are supported by cases to which objections of the ordinary 
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kind do not apply, and if the present instances have no other 1m- 
portance than proving the frequency of the phenomena, they are 
worthy of record.—Editor. 


New York, February 13th, 1918. 


DEAR Pror. Hysiop: 


Your renewed requests for personal incidents have finally over- 
come my aversion to publicity. ‘The obtuse and petrified who refuse 
to take a stand upon the eternal verities will look upon my incidents 
with contempt. I pray that they remember the hand that wrote the 
Wene, Mene tekel upharsin on the wall of the royal palace in Baby- 
lon. That hand was writing for the benefit of humanity. 

| shall endeavor to give you as clear and accurate an account of 
the incidents of a lifetime. A medical practice of 40 years in the city 
of New York, an additional study of Physics, Chemistry, Physiology 
and Psychology will make the average physician a good observer and 
a fair judge of the normal and abnormal phenomena of life. 

The incident that is most important happened on the night of No- 
vember 4th, 1914. Myself and family at that time occupied the large 
cottage, 1967 Grand Concourse, in Bronx County. The house was 
surrounded by a garden. I had two rooms for myself: one was fitted 
up and used as an office, and in the rear of this I had my bedroom. 
Partition and drapery separated the two rooms. When the shutters 
were closed at night and the shades drawn down not a ray of light 
could enter this room. It was pitch dark. On the night stated above, 
| had been soundly alseep for some hours and had gradually fallen 
into that stage which you may call a very light sleep, when instan- 
taneously a bright light came to my vision and | beheld a beautiful 
apparition picture of my cousin, “ Anna Kloss”. I was now in a 
condition in which you may say | was not fully awake but perfectly 
conscious. I remember distinctly how I called out, “Oh, Anna! you 
look beautiful.” My cousin, A. K., died 15 years ago at the age of 50, 
in a town located in an eastern part of Germany. The last time | 
had seen her alive was 46 years ago. She was at that time a young 
lady of 18 vears. 

She appeared to me now in full figure. I recognized her at once. 
She was in a sitting posture leaning against a wall. Her brown hair 


was glossy. Her eyes were sparkling. The prominent high forehead 
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and face had the natural color as in life. Her chin and face were 
somewhat longer than when I had seen her last when she was 18 
years of age. She looked to me now like a woman of 50 years of age. 
She was dressed in a silk garment of a color between crimson and 
blue. The gloss of this apparent silk dress was of a brilliancy which 
surpassed any silk that I had ever seen before: it seemed to vibrate. 
There was a large collar about two or three inches wide around the 
neck over the silk dress and lace around each sleeve. Her hands 
were of natural color. The long tapering fingers, a characteristic 
feature of her, had the same natural color as in life time. 

The face, though calm, showed intense attentiveness. The eyes 
were searchingly kept on me. Was the picture a true reproduction, 
image of my cousin’s present attitude, then her face was the source 
of the deepest intellectual sounding to which | had ever been exposed. 
Nothing on earth could have been stranger and no one more sur- 
prised than I was. I had positively been on trial. 

The wall she was leaning against was apparently that of the in- 
terior of a small house or hut. The part of the rear wall on the right 
side of the figure was a streaming mass of light of a yellow color. 
The light emitted on the left side of the figure was of a golden yellow 
tint. Here and there the light was interrupted by gray shades. The 
side wall radiated light not quite so strong: the color of the rays 
emitted were between infra-red and golden yellow. There was 
peculiar shaped apparatus standing in front and at the left side of the 
figure. I cannot compare it with anything I have seen before. 

The front wall of this little house or hut was missing. Had it 
been removed to give a full view into the little room? I am not 
willing to give an opinion on it. Between the side wall and the rear 
wall was an opening like a door casing, but no door. Looking 
through this opening I could see it was dark outside. 

The phantom picture lasted about 45 or a few more seconds. It 
then disappeared instantaneously. It was like turning off an electric 
light. By this time I was fully awake and found myself sitting up in 
bed. I was in a condition of agreeable excitement, but my senses 
were perfectly calm and tranquil. The experience of a lifelong med- 
ical practice had trained and hardened them for sudden and unex- 
pected occurrences. I reasoned thus: 


This phantom picture has been carried by rays of high rapidity, 
electric currents, ether vibrations, call it what you may, through the 
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house-wall to my brain cells. A common dream cannot show such 
light, such abundance of light and brilliant colors as these had been. 
The light in a dream can be a dim light only to the conception of a 
resting brain. It might be at its best equivalent to the production of 
a faded out moving picture film. A light of great brilliancy of such 
volume and color can be produced only by highly intensified molecu- 
lar activity in the brain cells ergo, vibrations of its molecules. It is 
impossible to conceive of vibrations without supposing a medium that 
makes the molecules vibrate. Such a medium can consist of small 
particles—electrons—only, which are carried in by electric currents 
known as ether vibrations, Xrays or radium rays. There was no 
electricity, Xray apparatus or radium in the house. Where did these 
rays carrying such a brilliant picture come from? Who produced 
them, directed them and shut them off instantaneously ? 

Many years ago I visited a camera obscura. The little room 
measured about 8 by 10 feet. I saw demonstrated here how one ray 
of light entering through a pinhole in the wall could carry a picture 
of the surrounding landscape. In it was a much-frequented road 
with many people going about. This ray of light after entering the 
camera had been thrown by a reflector down upon a white table, 
where I saw the entire picture in front of me. The light in this 
picture was a mild one. It could not compare with the phenomena 
in the vision of my cousin as far as intensity of light and brilliancy 
of colors are concerned. As an object like a landscape or figure must 
exist to make up a picture in a ray of light, so my cousin Anna 
must exist. 

This incident put me into a happy state of mind. My cousin had 
always been a very clever woman. She had been a teacher in a col- 
lege for young women. Her letters proved her to be of great 
strength and nobility of mind. She always took a great interest in 
me besides. I quite felt the desire in me to see her once more or hear 
from her. Somebody suggested mediums. But I knew none. More- 
over I was not experienced enough to try one. 

Accidentally, however, I was looking over the advertisements of 
a daily paper. I came across the following advertisement : 


GERMAN AMERICAN SPIRITUALISTS’ CHURCH. 
Pabst Building, 59th St. and 8th Ave. 
Service every Sunday night at 8 P. M. 
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Something urged me to gothere. I went next Sunday. I arrived 
in the large hall on the top floor shortly after the service had com- 
menced. The hall was filled. I saw one chair at the center aisle, last 
row, which was not occupied, and sat down. Organ playing and sing- 
ing was going on and gave me time to make observations. On the 
platform way off in front were three persons. The center chair was 
occupied by a certain Rev. Mrs. E. M. Cahoon as I found out later 
on. The service had gone on with a sermon about Spiritualism and 
its connection with the Bible. Later on the medium, a short man, 
gave consolation to a number of bereaved family members, with some 
success I thought. Later Mrs. Cahoon got up and addressed the con- 
gregation thus: 

“I see two spirits here tonight. One is a very bright light. She 
tells me her name is Anna K.” She listened. “I cannot get the 
entire name. She says she is a relation of the gentleman in the last 
row of the center aisle.” She pointed at me. “ You know her?” 
looking at me. 

“The other spirit tells me.” She listened again. “ That he is a 
friend of the same gentleman,” pointing me out again. “ He says 
that he died suddenly ; that he goes to see this gentleman in his office 
(how would she know I had one) ; that the spirit was stroking his 
hair caressing him late at night while he is reading the books that his 
dead friend, the spirit, had given him.” 

She was then making motions with her hands to show to the con- 
gregation how the spirit died. Then Mrs. Cahoon asked me if I have 
had a friend who had died suddenly. “ Madam,” I said, “ I cannot 
deny it, but may I ask you the name of the one you are speaking 
about?” Her answer was: “No, I cannot. He did not give his 
name.” At this the stout woman who was sitting in front of me 
turned round and said to me: “ Excuse me, sir, when you asked for 
the name of your spirit friend, the name of Charles came to me.” I 
thanked her. -A few minutes later I was informed by another woman 
who was seated not very far off that the letters “PRBS T” had 
come to her. “Can you make it out?” she said. “I will try to,” I 
answered, thanking her. Then it dawned upon me that this spirit 
was my friend Charles Probst. He had been dead then 12 years. C. 
Probst was an artist painter who had lived in his villa surrounded 
by a garden in New Jersey. He was a philosophical genius, an ac- 
complished literary man, a perfect stranger in New York and a dear 
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friend. He left me in his will his books, some pictures and some 
other articles. 

After the service I was lingering in the hall. I made sure of the 
fact that nobody in the congregation had ever seen me and that I 
knew none of them. 

To return to my cousin, Anna Kloss. I had never known any 
other Anna K, dead or alive. She had been a very accomplished and 
clever woman, had gone through examinations for a college teacher 
and had always taken a great interest in me up to the last days of 
her life. 

I come now to another incident. Shortly after my marriage in 
1886, I took notice that my wife was burdened with telepathic and 
psychic endowments. She could foretell in the morning the visitors 
who were going to, or had intentions of calling on her in the after- 
noon. We had no telephones in the houses at that time. I paid little 
attention to such powers, considering telepathy a purely physical phe- 
nomenon, and asked myself: “ Do we know all the laws of nature?” 
Besides I was a very busy man. But weeks later on she informed 
me that she could see her dead father and sometimes her dead sister, 
and gave me an accurate description of the phenomenon. I began to 
get interested. But I was a busy man. It was in 1907 that we made 
our second trip to Europe. Taking the Mediterranean route, we ar- 
rived in Rome after seeing Naples. We stayed in Rome from the 
9th to the 21st of May. It was on May 17th when my wife came 
down to the breakfast table of the hotel and was in a nervous flutter. 
Her face was flushed and she complained of a dull headache. She 
had been through a very restless night. On repeated inquiry, she 
came out finally and made the following statement. She had seen 
her dead father and with him a friend of his by the name of Ferdi- 
nand Ehrhardt. The two were talking together. “ When we left 
New York three weeks ago, I know,” she said, “ that Mr. Ehrhardt 
was alive and in good health,” and added: “ It is probably this fact 
that made me restless and awakened me so that I was unable to go 
to sleep again.” 

I was very much puzzled. Finally I made a note of this incident 
and the date, to end the matter. We returned from our European 
trip about October 8th. A few days later I made a call on my friend 
Herman Klotz, who lives now in the Bronx. After some parleying 
I said: “ Mr. Klotz, may I ask you how your friend F. Ehrhardt is ?” 
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He looked at me surprised. ‘“ Don’t you know that Ehrhardt is 
dead?” I said: “ How could I know? We have just arrived from 
‘urope.” I asked him then for the exact date of E.’s death. He 
brought out his Masonic journal and informed me that Ferdinand 
Ehrhardt had died May 16th, thus confirming the vision in Rome 
which my wife had in the night between the 16th and 17th of May. 

The third incident happened in the year 1897. I do not remember 
the exact date. At that time we occupied a private house in East 7th 
Street. The parlor floor consisted of a front and rear parlor. One 
evening late my wife and myself were sitting in the front parlor in 
conversation when the clock on the mantel piece struck eleven. The 
house was very quiet. A small light was burning in the hall of the 
parlor floor. Suddenly we heard repeated knocking on the door lead- 
ing from the parlor to the hall. We both jumped up surprised. I 
ran to the door, throwing it open. There was no one outside. I 
began a thorough examination. The door leading to the basement 
was locked. The servants had gone to their rooms an hour before. 
I searched the rear parlor and then the upper floors, but could find 
nothing out of order and no one about. The street doors were both 
locked: the inner door was chained besides. After I had come back 
to the parlor, my wife said to me quietly: “ Have you heard from 
Mr. Schultz lately?” I said, “ No.” Since he left this neighborhood 
and moved up town three years before, I had not seen him or 
heard anything about him. “ But,” I continued, “ what is it that sets 
you to thinking of Mr. Schultz?” And asked some such questions. 
Mr. Schultz had been a patient of mine before he left the neighbor- 
hood. My wife had seen him in the waiting room (rear parlor) 
about half a dozen times. I paid no further attention to the incident, 
although the knocking had been very loud and distinctly audible to 
both of us. 

J had suspected burglars, but saw no sign of them. There was 
no opportunity for such to get into the house. Next morning I was 
called to a patient living far up town. Walking from the elevated 
to the patient’s house, somebody gave me a tap on the shoulder. 
Turning around, I looked into the sad face of young Schultz, the son 
of the man, the Schultz we had spoken about the previous. night. 
“ Hello,” I said, “ what is the news ?” 


“ Doctor,” he said, “I want to tell you that my father died last 
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night at about eleven o’clock.” I was staggered at the time. Nothing 
can surprise me today. 
RicHarp L,. Hoencer, M. D. 


The daughter of the narrator writes in response to inquiries 
regarding her knowledge of the facts as follows, on the date of 
February 27th, 1918. The son-in-law also gives a like con- 
firmation.—Editor. 


New York, February 27th, 1918. 
DEAR SIR: 

I take pleasure in giving information and testimony of the inci- 
dents which my father has described in his report. 

I heard my father speak of the incident that occurred in 1914. 
He gave us a, good description of the phantom picture, saying that it 
might be of some scientific importance. This was shortly after its 
occurrence. 

The incident in Rome in the Hotel d’Europe on the Piazza di 
Spagna was spoken of by my mother as a very strange occurrence. 
That was in May, 1914. 

The incident which happened at the time when I was a child was 
told me by my mother. This strange incident at the time of the death 
of a man named Schultz I remember quite well. I used it some years 
later as material for a composition in the High School. 

Yours truly, 
Mrs. E. K. SATTERLEE. 


New York, February 26th, 1918. 
DeraAR Dr. Hystop: 

Dr. Hoelger has asked me to inform you respecting the various 
incidents treated of in his article. I, therefore, beg to say that the 
various manifestations to which he refers were all spoken of by him 
within our family circle at the times that they occurred. It has been 
his practice to discuss these occurrences at home, and I recall them as 
far back as 1914, the occasion of the “ phantom picture incident ”’. 

Very cordially yours, 
E. K. SATTerRLee. 
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TELEPATHY. 


The following incidents are from the collection of Dr. Hodg- 
son. ‘They may possibly be classified under the head of telepathy, 
as they are both coincidental in that regard, or so nearly this that 
they do not exclude that interpretation. They must tell their own 
meaning. Even tho they be treated as telepathic, this fact does not 
explain them or conflict with some other classification including 
telepathy as the process, whatever that may be. The primary 
thing is that the occurrences seem to be well authenticated as co- 
incidences, tho they occurred long before they were recorded. 
Hyperzsthesia could hardly account for the first one and it has 
no relevancy in regard to the second one. The latter is one of that 
type which occurs at some crisis of life or death and this circum- 


stance is one of the incidents which any explanation must take 
account of.—Editor. 





WASHINGTON, D. C., Oct. 7, 1888. 
DrarR Mr. Hopcson: 


Enclosed is the story 1 promised you of my mother’s “ E-rperi- 
ences”. The account is nearly word for word as she tells it, but I 
am obliged to write it, as she is not well enough to dispense with an 
amanuensis. Not only my mother, but my father, sister, and brothers 
can vouch for the truth of the statements made ; and we have always 
spoken of my mother’s power to tell if any of her immediate family 
were in great trouble, as of something strange and unaccountable. 


* * * * * * * 


Marte T. McCuttocnu. 


In the summer of 1864 my sister, then a young child, being in 
very poor health, my mother (Susan McCulloch) was forced to take 
her to Cresson Springs, Penna., for change of air. She (my mother) 
was at that time much troubled about my brother, Fred, who had 
left his school at Norwich, Vt., and had enlisted in the 60th Massa- 
chusetts Regiment ; but no news had been received from him for sev- 
eral weeks. At length she received a letter from my father telling 
her that Fred’s regiment, which had been expected to make a halt in 

saltimore, had been ordered away, where, my father could not dis- 
cover, but probably it had been sent South. 
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One morning, as my mother and several ladies were chatting in 
the hotel parlor, someone called to them to “ Come out and see the 
blue coats going by ”, and they all stepped out upon the porch. The 
railroad was an eighth of a mile away, but they could distinctly see 
the cars, filled with soldiers, and passing swiftly out of sight. No 
sooner did my mother see the train than she was seized with a violent 
palpitation of the heart, and she exclaimed aloud, “ My boy is on 
those cars!” In a moment, however, she recollected that this could 
not be so, but in spite of her reasoning and her almost certain knowl- 
edge that the 60th Massachusetts had been ordered to Virginia, she 
could not refrain from repeating again and again, “ My boy is on 
that train; I know it, I know it!” 

The next day Mr. Keen, a gentleman whom she had met at the 
hotel, came up and asked my mother how she was feeling; and she, 
having the impression of the day before still vivid in her mind, told 
him of her conviction that her son had been upon the train. “ My 
dear lady,” said Mr. Keen, “ you were perfectly correct. Your son 
did pass here yesterday morning, for I saw his regiment take their 
dinner at Pittsburgh yesterday afternoon.” 

In 1874 my mother and sister were at Cimies on the Riviera, when 
my mother felt the same trouble that had oppressed her years before, 
only on this occasion she felt certain that her husband was suffering, 
and was in need of her. My father was at that time in business in 
London, and my eldest brother, Charles McCulloch, his wife and son, 
were visiting us at our house on Queens Gate Gardens. In the last 
letter that my mother had received from home my father had stated 
that all were well,:nor was there trouble of any kind in the house- 
hold; but her impression was so strong that she felt that she must 
return to England immediately. Had it not been for my sister, who 
was only just recovering from diphtheria, she would have undoubt- 
edly started at once; as it was, at the end of twenty-four hours she 
was in such a state of nervous apprehension that her physician, Dr. 
M , urged her to go to London at once; for if she remained at 
Cimies in such anxiety she would surely become ill. She started that 
same evening, leaving my sister and her maid at the hotel, and trav- 
eled, with scarcely a halt, from Nice to London. My father met her 
at the Charing Cross Station, and when she told him of her reason 
for returning so suddenly, he answered, “ Yesterday I passed the 
most anxious day I have ever known. I thought our son Charlie 
would die before evening, but today he is slightly better.” 
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Mr. Hopeson, 


Dear Sir:—My daughter Marie has given you the narrative of 
my experiences in mental foresight. I will only add a few explana- 
tions of the circumstances under which I was placed at the time. 

My son Fred was about graduating from the military school at 
Norwich, Vermont, when the last call for volunteers to take the place 
of veterans in the army, was issued. It was understood that these 
lads were to go to Washington and the forts near there as guards, 
and not to be thrown into battle when so green and untrained. My 
husband was then Controller of the Currency, but had come home to 
Ft. Wayne on account of the illness of my daughter Louise, and 
while there heard of the enlistment of Fred in the 60th Mass. regi- 
ment. We left for Cresson Springs with the little invalid, and Mr. 
McC, went directly to Baltimore, as Fred had written us that his 
regiment would stop there first. When his father arrived he heard 
that the troop had been there one night but no one knew where they 
had gone. As he had heard they were to reinforce the “ Army of the 
Potomac ” he supposed they had marched South, and so my husband 
informed me. The next day after receiving his letter I was at lunch- 
eon, when some one called out “there are soldiers going down the 
mountain.” Every one rushed to the piazza and I exclaimed (as 
Marie informed you), “ My boy is there.” “ No it cannot be ”— 
“Yes, I feel he is there.” My son will tell you that he was on the 
top of the car looking straight at the hotel, endeavoring to catch sight 
of his mother and sister though too far off to distinguish any one 
person. The other guests of the hotel were entire strangers to me. 
Mr. Keene was interested in peach culture in Delaware and his wife 
was a very agreeable, pleasant woman whose children played with 
Louise. He, Mr. Keene, was in Pittsburgh and returned to the hotel 
the next morning. Some one told him of my anxiety and he asked 
me, “‘ What regiment does your son belong to?” I told him and he 
said, “ Yes, madame, I saw the 60th Mass. given their dinner, by 
Pittsburgh ladies, in the market house yesterday at three o’clock in 
the afternoon.” 

Dr. M was the homeopathic physician at Nice in 1873, where 
Louise was very dangerously ill with diphtheria. She was recover- 
ing, but I was unwilling to leave her when I became so nervous from 
the feeling that I was needed by my husband, who I felt was suffer- 
ing intensely. Louise was kept awake by my restlessness during the 
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night and when the doctor called in the morning he found me in such 
a state of anxiety that he said, “ You must leave immediately or you 
will have a nervous fever; I and my wife will take care of your 
daughter. She is now convalescent and with your good maid will get 
along without you.” Mr. McCulloch met me at Charing Cross and 
said, “‘ Where is Lou?” I said, “ She is better, but I was so anxious 
about you that I have left her and come home.” He said, “ I am well, 
but yesterday was the most dreadful day I ever passed in my life, for 
I thought I was going to lose Charlie.” Our oldest son, Charles, had 
a dangerous attack of inflammation of the bowels and peritonitis. I 
think my return was providential, for being a good nurse I was able 
to take better care of him than anyone else could. His young wife 
was an invalid at the time and entirely inexperienced as a nurse. 


Susan McCutL.ocu. 


November 15, 1883. 
The foregoing narrative of my wife is in accord with my 
recollection. 
Hucu McCuttocu. 


Feb. 6, 1889. 

I recall very clearly the circumstances of my mother’s experience 
when we were at Nice in France, and she felt the strong desire to be 
in England. I think the time was the spring of 1873, about early in 
May. My mother kept me awake most of the night with her restless 
anxiety—she was sleeping in the same room with me. She said she 
felt that Charlie (my brother) needed her. I complained to the 
doctor about my mother’s state, and he ordered her to go to England 
at once, where my father and brother were staying. We had no idea, 
apart from my mother’s peculiar experience, that my father or 
brother was not in perfectly good health. 

M. L. YALE. 


APPARITIONS. 


We have two cases which resemble each other in a most im- 
portant characteristic. They both represent apparitions in which 
both the dead and the living are complicated and so suggest that 
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the phantasm of the living was caused in each case by some one 
else than the person represented. Anything like a tertium quid 
in apparitions of the living will have far reaching consequences. 
The first instance involves a deceased gentleman who was well 
known in Glasgow, Scotland, as Master of Works for 1911-1912, 
and representative of the Springburn Ward from 1902 to 1912. 
He died in New York in December, 1917, and his widow reports 
to us the following experiences, one of which preceded his death. 
Both of them implicate the deceased father of the lady.—Editor. 


New York, September 12th, 1918. 
My DEAR PROFESSOR: 


In accordance with my promise I write to you regarding the 
dream J] had of my father, who departed this life in 1909. This 
dream convinced me of the survival of the individual and of the 
constant watchfulness over the affairs of their loved ones on earth, 
and I am most anxious to further pursue the study of psychology. 

Last December: my husband, a young man not quite forty-two 
years of age, was attacked by acute inflammatory rheumatism. 
During his illness, one night, I dreamed of my father, but, tho I knew 
it was my father, he in no way looked like himself. He looked 
young, clean shaven, gaily dressed and was in a jolly mood, in fact 
in every way he fully represented my husband: for my father was 69 
years old when he died, was a much more heavily built man and 
wore side whiskers like the late Emperor Francis Joseph of Austria, 
and was moody and frequently cross. 

I woke next morning with a keen recollection of my dream, and 
a depression as if something was impending. Thereafter for days 
and weeks I was impressed with the desire to leave New York and 
go South with my husband; so much so that I actually gave up my 
apartment on March Ist, but unfortunately my husband’s dentist 
had to do over some work that did not fit, and delayed our departure 
during the first three weeks of March. My husband was taken with 
pneumonia the fourth week in March and died on April Ist. I can- 
not rid myself of the remorse I feel in failing to obey my impulse to 
leave New York during March. My husband might have been alive 
and with me today. 


One night in May I could not sleep and yet toward morning I 
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dozed. Immediately I dreamed of my father, and again he did not 
look like himself. This time too he was smooth shaven, but now he 
was stout and careless in his dress. As I saw him coming towards 
me, through a long hall, he was reeling as if intoxicated. When he 
reached the door he stumbled into the room and then I awoke. 

The strange part of this dream was, when a few hours later I 
went down town to a business building I own. I learned that one 
of my tenants was in bankruptcy, and as a result I might have a 
vacancy and suffer financial loss. This tenant bears out in every 
detail the appearance and characteristics my father represented to 
me in my dream. 

I am respectfully, 
(Mrs.) FRANK CoHEN. 


October 15th, 1918. 
Here we have in both dreams the fusion of two personalities 
in the apparitions seen, tho the main characteristics are those of 
the living and the consciousness of the dead is impressional. 


The next instance is more definite in the separation of the two 
personalities. 


II. 


The following incident is of a slightly different type, but in- 
volves a similar combination of apparitions of the living and of 
the dead.—Editor. 


Dr. JAMEs H. Hystop, 
DEAR SIR: 


Both your letters have been received, but owing to illness I have 
been unable to answer either of them, but will try and get this off to 
you today. 

I am glad to state the experience to which you refer, but will be 
unable to permit the use of the names of either of those seen in the 
apparition or my own. The narrative is as follows, as nearly as I 
can recall: 

My sister passed away some sixteen years ago and about eight 
years ago my favorite Aunt was taken seriously ill. I was with her 
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at the time of her shock which occurred about March 7th or 8th, 
1911. She lay in a comatose state for two days. I spent much of 
that time with her. The third night I returned to my home and 
retired about midnight, falling into a sound sleep. After being in 
bed only a short time my body seemed to be suspended in mid-air 
and yet I seemed conscious too of my body on the bed. I floated 
sometime and then a spark of light seemed to come toward me until 
it resembled a huge ball of fire. It came very close to my eyes and 
then burst, revealing the face of my departed sister, and resting on 
her shoulder, as if beaming upon her, was the face of my Aunt who 
was ill. Both were smiling and then faded away. I awoke crying 
and nervous. I did not mention this to any one except my husband, 
who was a witness to my waking and crying. The following morn- 
ing my Aunt passed away. 

I might state that I have had the floating sensations several times, 
and the night my mother died a panel of light appeared to me, but I 
shook myself awake as I did not want to see what might appear. 
These experiences seem to make me nervous and I try not to allow 
myself to fall into this state for that reason. 

I hope these experiences may be of some little help, but as I know 
nothing of this study, I do not know whether they mean anything 
or not, 

Very sincerely, 


A. G. U-——. 


The husband writes in confirmation of the facts as follows, as 
far as he was told them at the time.—Editor. 


November 21st, 1918. 
My Dear Dr. Hystop: ' 

Regarding Mrs. U. ’s first experience I remember that some- 
time during the night preceding the day of her Aunt’s death, she 
was nervous and in tears, and said she had just seen a large bright 
light. 1 also remember her speaking of her sister. 

I also clearly recall that a short time before her mother’s death 
about three years ago that she was in tears and told me she had just 
seen a large panel of light. 

Trusting this information will be of assistance, I am, 

Yours truly, 
B. F. U. 
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Here the two faces are not interfused, but the identity of both 
is apparent. There is also the process of development of the 
faces as in a so-called “ materialization”’ from a phantasm of 
light. It probably represents what many describe as “ material- 
ization ’’, but which is merely an apparition evolving from a point 
of light, and it makes no difference whether we regard it as 
veridical or subjective. The lady’s knowledge of her sister’s 
death and of the illness of her Aunt prevents us from treating the 
incident as evidential. But it shows an analysis of the phe- 
nomena that is not usual in the manifestations of this kind. We 
usually have one or the other form in the apparition and so it is 
possible to regard most apparitions as fragmentary and incom- 
plete. The present instance may be treated as less fragmentary 
than usual and to betray teleological characteristics. The ex- 
perience of floating in the air and yet conscious of the body lying 
on the bed is also less fragmentary than such experiences usually 
are or are reported. Usually the person merely feels or reports 
the floating and is apparently not conscious of the body at the 
same time, Here, however, the two experiences together confirm 
the hypothesis that such experiences involve extraneous agency 
in the production of them and throw light upon alleged traveling 
clairvoyance. They rather confirm the idea that the sense ot 
traveling is transferred from the foreign agent and so do not 
imply that the soul of the subject really leaves the body. This 
feature of the present phenomenon tends to sustain the genuine- 
ness and veridical character of it and so to minimize the theory 
that it is purely subjective. The most important point, however, 
is that along with the first narrative it tends to support the 
doctrine that apparitions are more complicated in their causes 
than superficial appearances would imply.—Editor. 


AN INCIDENT IN AUTOMATIC WRITING. 


The evidential interest of the following incident depends 
upon the liabilities of guessing and the extent to which such phe- 
nomena are repeated. It is not our purpose here to estimate this 
risk. Every one will have his own opinion on that matter. Our 
task is to ascertain just what occurred and under what conditions 
it occurred. The very frequent occurrence of such coincidences 
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would remove the probabilities of chance or guessing, whether 
conscious or unconscious. It is the fact that it came through 
automatic writing that discredits the hypothesis of conscious 
guessing, but does not exclude unconscious guessing. There is 
no reason for conditioning its foreign source upon the automatic 
writing, for experience with psychic phenomena shows that the 
foreign message is just as liable to get into normal consciousness 
as to make its way through by automatism. But it is not so easy 
to establish its evidential character under such circumstances. 
The automatic writing tends to eliminate the liabilities cf normai 
consciousness. That is all. But the circumstances show that the 
area within which guessing had to be done was not so limited as 
might appear. The circumstance of sailing was as unknown as 
the landing and there was no ordinary point of time on which to 
calculate the probabilities of arrival, and this point of time was 
made still more indeterminate by the absence of the usual rules 
about the time of passage. Hence the incident does not appear 
like chance or guessing. Frequent repetition of such incidents 
would have much collective value.-—Editor. 


When my son went to France I could not know the date of his 
sailing, or the time of his arrival on the other side, until a cable had 
been sent by the U. S$. Government to announce the safe arrival of 
his transport which served to release the cards that the boys had 
written before they sailed, telling their families the good news that 
they had reached their destination. 

Sitting in our library one evening after my son had sailed, my left 
hand and arm became numb, as if “asleep”, and my left hand began 
vibratory movements like the recorder of a telegraph instrument. 
My daughter brought some sheets of paper and a pencil, placing the 
former under my hand on a low table and the latter in my fingers. 
My hand instantly started to write and told me that my son had just 
arrived on the other side, signing the name of a son who is in the 
other world. 

We at once made a note of the time and date of the message, and 
in due time we received first the card that was signed by my soldier 
son when he boarded the transport, and some weeks later a letter 
from him, telling of his journey and giving as the date of his landing 
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on the other side, the same date upon which I received the message 
from the other world. 

I must add that the son who sent the message through my hand 
from the other world was left-handed while here, and that J have 
never been able to write normally with my left hand. How much 
quicker and better than the cable or mail was this message from the 
other world. 


(Signed) Mary H. Jacoss. 


This message was received as my mother has above stated. 


Mary-K. JAcoss. 


NOTE. 


As no date indicating when the automatic writing occurred came 
with the record of it, and no indication of the time of sailing and 
arrival of the boy, I had to make inquiries on that point and the 
chronological order of events seerms to have been the following: 

The boy wrote a postal card announcing, before sailing, his arri- 
val. The postal was held until the cable announced the arrival of the 
transport. The postal was received on July 23rd, having been re- 
leased when the cable came telling of the transport’s arrival. But 
the postal of course, gave no date for its writing. The cable of its 
arrival came on July 17th and a letter written by him on his arrival 
was dated July 17th and was received by Mrs. Jacobs on August 
20th. This is one day after the date of the letter sending the record 
of her automatic writing, but on inquiry she says that the automatic 
writing took place on July 17th at 8 P. M. Hence it would appear 
that she could not normally have known of his safe arrival. 

The daughter writes and signs a statement in answer to my in- 
quiries that the brother’s letter was dated July 16th. This would not 
affect the character of the automatic writing, but is a discrepancy in 
the accounts of the incidents. 

Inquiry, however, brought out the following explanation of the 
discrepancy of statement. The mother writes: “I could not have 
the discrepancy corrected until my daughter returned. She must 
have made a mistake in making the date July 16th, as we made a 
note at the time and dated it July 17th. She was probably thinking 
of Huntington’s letter, which was dated July 16th, but was not 
posted till the 17th.” This clears up the record. 
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The postal card left for mailing when the transport sailed has no 
postmark on it. It contains only his mother’s address on one side 
and on the other his own name and official title in the army, with 
2 line telling where it was written. 

The envelope of the letter mailed on arrival of the transport 
contains also no postmark, and only a note in lead pencil by Mrs 
Jacobs stating when the enclosure was mailed and received, and the 
address. It was mailed July 17th and received August 20th, 1918. 


James H. Hystop. 


A MEDIUMISTIC INCIDENT. 


The following incidents were reported to me by a gentleman 
whom I know well and who is a careful man and good witness. 
The incident took place with a psychic who was a professional, as 
that term goes, but one I knew to be exempt from ordinary sus- 
picions. So far as the present incidents are concerned it would 
not make any difference whether the psychic was a fraud or not, 
as the conditions under which the facts were obtained made that 
issue irrelevant and that is the reason for taking notice of the 
incidents here, tho readers may dismiss the suspicion of fraud as 
neither supportable nor possible. The most important incident 
is the giving of the name Church for Chapelle, which was the 
correct name and is the French for the word Church. The owner 
of the name was of French extraction. The incidents were good 
evidence of personal identity.—Editor. 





About fifteen years ago, I had a sitting with a trance mediurr: 
which seemed to me so remarkable, that I immediately afterward 
wrote it out in my diary. It was with a Mrs. Dearborn, of whom I 
had accidentally heard several weeks previously, and my visit to her 
at her apartment in West 23rd Street, New York, on the 20th of 
May, 1903, was under conditions of utmost secrecy, no one having 
the least knowledge of my act or my intention. 

I neither had an introduction nor made any appointment but was 
received by an attendant and in a few moments was invited by Mrs. 
Dearborn, herself, to enter her séance room. She then turned down 
the light, took my hands in hers, and soon passed into a trance. 

After a few words of greeting in a changed, almost masculine 
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voice, she began to disclose to me that she had discovered certain 
details in my life that even my best friends did not know. She gave 
me excellent advice and encouragement and seemed gifted with 
almost supreme insight and good sense. She then suddenly said, and 
I quote faithfully in part from my notes: 

“Ts not your father in the spirit world? Well, he is here. 

“ He says he died eight years ago. Oh, he is such a noble man. 
He accomplished so much. I see books and music. He was so lov- 
ing. He watches over you and wants you to be like him. Even now 
he tries to make everybody happy wherever he is. He says that Ann 
is with him ; and Mary—who is Mary? and Charlie. who is Charlie? 
and there is Margaret, and Margaret says, ‘Oh, Arthur, I am so 
glad to hear from you’, and your father says they are all together. 
Your father wants you to go on a voyage. Are you going?” (“I 
don’t know.”) “ Well, you should, your brain is tired. Do you dig 
in the ground?” (“No.”) “ You will get some opportunity from 
the West and you should accept it.” Following this came some very 
apt personal remarks and suggestions, then she paused a moment 
and said, “ Your father speaks of little Arthur.” 

Now leaving the notes a minute, I wish to comment upon this. 

Although my father had died twelve and not eight years before, 
she came very close. She had described him very accurately. He 
was very fond of books and music, played the violon-cello and the 
organ and constantly attended the opera and managed all the mu- 
sical affairs of his church. “ Ann” and “ Mary” were his sisters, 
“Charlie” was his son, “ Margaret” his sister-in-law, and Marga- 
ret’s greeting to me was apt, as she called me by my name, “ Ar- 
thur”’. The medium correctly sensed my physical and mental con- 
dition and her advice was very good. Two years later I engaged in 
a fruit evaporation enterprise in Colorado and spent two months 
there attending to it. My father had very aptly called me “little 
Arthur ”, for I was the youngest child. 

But perhaps the most curious incident of all was this; just as the 
séance was ending and she had said “ Good-bye, brave, I must go,” 
she suddenly paused as if listening and then asked, “ Who is Eliza- 
beth?” As I could think of no relative or intimates of that name, I 
replied, “ I don’t know.” Immediately she asked, “ Who is Clarke ?” 
As again there appeared to me no relevance to the question, I re- 
plied once more, “I don’t know ”, and a still third time she asked, 
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“Who is Church?” This appeared less relevant than ever, so I kept 
silent and an instant later she said “ Good-bye” and the séance 
ended. 

Now these three names are common enough and I always sup- 
posed that she might have gotten them at random out of my sub- 
liminal; but long afterward it occurred to me that the name 
“Clarke” appeared in the family pedigree that I had written up 
about eight years previously, and on consulting it, I found that the 
only Elizabeth in my ancestry was my great-great-grandmother, 
Elizabeth Clarke, and while there is no one there of the name of 
Church, still my other maternal great-grandmother was named 
Chapelle. In all the long list of my family necrology she had not 
made a single mistake, if we assume that the name Chapelle had 
managed to come through as Church. 

ARTHUR GOADBY. 





